ELECTIONS TO LONG PARLIAMENT	95
the 'petition of the peers' (28 August), in which the subscribers
enumerated various evils, under seven headings, from which they
believed the realm to be suffering, and named one remedy—a
parliament—to cure them all.1
Charles, not yet convinced, adopted instead the suggestion
that a great council of peers should be summoned. This council
performed notable service in negotiating a treaty with the Scots at
Ripon, even though the terms were very like a royal surrender.
The Scots were to remain in possession of Northumberland and
Durham and to receive £850 a day until matters in dispute
were finally settled, and it was plainly implied that parliamen-
tary assent was necessary for final settlement. At length the king
gave way. The Scots had beaten him, but their triumph evoked
little resentment in England. The news of the royal defeat at
Newburn had been celebrated in London as if it had been a
national triumph* The Scots themselves had earned on propa-
ganda to prove that their grievances were also England's and
that the preservation or ruin of religion and liberty in the one
kingdom would immediately affect the other. cWe must now
stand or fall together* . . . We are Brethren.'2 They had con-
ciliated the citizens of London by promising them that the
sea-borne coal trade should not be interfered with by their
occupation of Newcastle. Robert Baillie, when he first came to
London, in November 1640, found that all men professed that,
under God, they owed their religion, liberties, and parliament
to the Scottish army.3
The elections to the Long Parliament created far more ex-
citement than those to the Short Parliament, and are more fully
described. Generally speaking, the electors voted for the men
who had represented them in the earlier body. Apparently
about 60 per cent, of those elected had sat in the previous spring.
There was an obvious intention not to accept courtiers. Of
twelve lawyers named by the king as fit to be provided with
seats only three were actually chosen. Sir Edward Osborne
was rejected by the city of York because he had Strafford's
recommendation, but peers used their influence successfully in
a number of instances. Contests were many and keenly fought*
Frequently four, and sometimes five, candidates competed for
two seats, and in some cases at least presents of beer and tobacco
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